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S034800 PEOPLE v. DeHOYOS
(RICHARD LUCIO)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy State Public Defender Gary D. Garcia’s

representation that he anticipates filing the appellant’s reply brief by May 10, 2011, counsel’s

request for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to July 9, 2010. After that

date, only five further extensions totaling about 300 additional days are contemplated.

S043520 PEOPLE v. POWELL (CARL
DEVON)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Neoma D. Kenwood’s representation that she

anticipates filing the appellant’s opening brief by September 10, 2010, counsel’s request for an

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to July 6, 2010. After that date, only one

further extension totaling about 70 additional days will be granted.

S066940 PEOPLE v. CLARK
(WILLIAM CLINTON)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General Daniel Rogers’s representation

that he anticipates filing the supplemental respondent’s brief by August 2, 2010, counsel’s request

for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to July 2, 2010. After that date, only

one further extension totaling about 30 additional days is contemplated.

S067392 PEOPLE v. FREDERICKSON
(DANIEL CARL)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy State Public Defender Douglas Ward’s

representation that he anticipates filing the appellant’s reply brief by late December 2010,

counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to July 9, 2010.

After that date, only three further extensions totaling about 170 additional days are contemplated.
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S078895 PEOPLE v. SIVONGXXAY
(VAENE)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy State Public Defender Douglas Ward’s

representation that he anticipates filing the appellant’s opening brief by April 2011, counsel’s

request for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to July 9, 2010. After that

date, only five further extensions totaling about 270 additional days are contemplated.

An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the

anticipated filing date. (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).)

S083446 PEOPLE v. WILSON
(BRANDON H.)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Susan L. Wolk’s representation that she

anticipates filing the appellant’s opening brief by August 31, 2010, counsel’s request for an

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to July 6, 2010. After that date, only one

further extension totaling about 60 additional days is contemplated.

S085578 PEOPLE v. McDOWELL, JR.,
(CHARLES EDWARD)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Tamara P. Holland’s representation that she

anticipates filing the appellant’s reply brief by August 2010, counsel’s request for an extension of

time in which to file that brief is granted to July 12, 2010. After that date, only one further

extension totaling about 30 additional days is contemplated.

S099439 PEOPLE v. KREBS (REX
ALLAN)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Neil B. Quinn’s representation that he anticipates

filing the appellant’s opening brief by June 15, 2010, counsel’s request for an extension of time in

which to file that brief is granted to July 9, 2010. After that date, no further extension is

contemplated.

An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the

anticipated filing date. (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).)



SAN FRANCISCO MAY 5, 2010 789

S137290 PEOPLE v. GOVIN (PRAVIN)
Extension of time granted

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file
appellant’s opening brief is extended to July 6, 2010.

S160814 VIRGIL (LESTER WAYNE)
ON H.C.

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Manuel J. Baglanis’s representation that he

anticipates filing the reply to the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus by

December 2010, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that document is

granted to July 2, 2010. After that date, only three further extensions totaling about 150

additional days are contemplated.

S177401 B208225 Second Appellate District, Div. 5 O’NEIL (BARBARA J.) v.
CRANE COMPANY

Extension of time granted

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file

the answer brief on the merits is extended to May 25, 2010.

5162413 MORGAN (EDWARD
PATRICK) ON H.C.

Order filed

For purposes of oral argument, respondent Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation will

argue first and may reserve time for rebuttal; petitioner will argue second.

S167100 ZAMUDIO JIMENEZ
(SAMUEL) ON H.C.

Order filed

For purposes of oral argument, respondent Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation will

argue first and may reserve time for rebuttal; petitioner will argue second.
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BAR MISC. 4186 IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF THE COMMITTEE
OF BAR EXAMINERS OF THE STATE BAR OF CALIFORNIA
FOR ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS (MOTION NO. 921)

The written motion of the Committee of Bar Examiners that the following named applicants, who

have fulfilled the requirements for admission to practice law in the State of California, be

admitted to the practice of law in this state is hereby granted, with permission to the applicants to

take the oath before a competent officer at another time and place:

(SEE ORIGINAL APPLICATION FOR THE LIST OF NAMES ATTACHED.)
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SUPREME COURT MINUTES
WEDNESDAY, MAY 5, 2010
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA

The Supreme Court of California convened in the courtroom of the Earl Warren Building,
350 McAllister Street, Fourth Floor, San Francisco, California, on Wednesday, May 5, 2010, at 9:00
a.m.

Present. Chief Justice Ronald M. George, presiding, and Associate Justices Baxter,
Werdegar, Chin, Moreno, and Corrigan.

Absent: Associate Justice Joyce L. Kennard. The parties have stipulated that they have no
objection to Justice Kennard’s participation in the deliberations and decision of the following cases
due to Justice Kennard’s absence from oral argument due to surgery. Justice Kennard will review
the video recordings of the oral argument.

Officers present: Frederick K. Ohlrich, Clerk, and Gail Gray, Calendar Coordinator.

S174016 Scott Minkler, Plaintiff and Appellant,
V.
Safeco Insurance Company of America, Defendant and Respondent.

Cause called. Jeffrey Isaac Ehrlich argued for Appellant.
Christina Imre argued for Respondent.

Mr. Ehrlich replied.
Cause submitted.

Justice Baxter and Justice Corrigan not participating in consideration of the following case,
did not take the bench.

The Honorable Maria P. Rivera, Associate Justice, Court of Appeal, First District, Division
Four, and The Honorable James A. Richman, Associate Justice, Court of Appeal, First District,
Division Two, sitting on the following case under assignment by the Chairperson of the Judicial
Council, joined the court at the bench.
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County of Santa Clara et al., Petitioners,

V.

Superior Court of Santa Clara County, Respondent;
Atlantic Richfield Company et al., Real Parties in Interest.

Cause called. Philip H. Curtis argued for Real Parties in Interest Atlantic
Richfield Company et al.

Elwood Lui argued for Real Party in Interest Sherwin-Williams Company.
Owen Clements, Office of the San Francisco City Attorney, argued for
Petitioners.

Mr. Curtis replied.
Cause submitted.

Justice Rivera and Justice Richman, not participating in the following case, will not join the
bench. The court will be rejoined by Justice Baxter and Justice Corrigan at the bench.

5162647

City of San Jose, Plaintiff and Appellant,

V.

Operating Engineers Local Union No. 3 et al., Defendants and
Respondents.

Cause called. Robert Fabela, Office of the San Jose City Attorney, argued
for Appellant.
Arthur Krantz argued for Respondents.

Mr. Fabela replied.
Cause submitted.

Court recessed until 1:30 p.m. on this date.

Court reconvened pursuant to recess.
Members of the court and officers present as first shown.

S165113 Los Angeles Unified School District, Plaintiff and Respondent,

\'

Great American Insurance Company et al., Defendants and Appellants.
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S170550

S031641

Cause called. Elwood Lui argued for Respondent.

Joseph A. Miller argued for Appellant Hayward Construction Company, Inc.

Mr. Lui replied.
Cause submitted.

Moises Galindo, Petitioner,
Superior Court of Los Angeles County, Respondent;
City of Los Angeles Police Department et al., Real Parties in Interest.

Cause called. Mark Harvis, Office of the Los Angeles County Public
Defender, argued for Petitioner.

Kjehl T. Johansen, Office of the Los Angeles City Attorney, argued for
Real Party in Interest City of Los Angeles Police Department.

Gilbert Wright, Office of the Los Angeles County District Attorney, argued
for Real Party in Interest The People.

Mr. Harvis replied.
Cause submitted.

The People, Respondent,
Y,

Gregory O. Tate, Appellant.

Cause called. Harry Gruber, Office of the State Public Defender,

Appointed Counsel, argued for Appellant.

Sara Turner, Office of the Attorney General, argued for Respondent.

Mr. Gruber replied.
Cause submitted.

Court recessed until Thursday, May 6, 2010, at 9:00 a.m.
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SUPREME COURT OF CALIFORNIA
ORAL ARGUMENT CALENDAR
SAN FRANCISCO SESSION
MAY 25, 26, and 27, 2010

The following cases are placed upon the calendar of the Supreme Court for hearing at its courtroom
in the Earl Warren Building, 350 McAllister Street, Fourth Floor, San Francisco, California, on May 25, 26,
and 27, 2010.

TUESDAY, MAY 25,2010 —9:00 A.M.

(1) S175204 Ruiz et al. v. Podolsky (Werdegar, J., not participating; Scotland, J., assigned
justice pro tempore)

(2) S171442 Lu v. Hawaiian Gardens Casino, Inc., et al.

(3) S162570 Murray v. Alaska Airlines, Inc.

1:30 P.M.
4) S160930 In re Pope (Nathan) on Habeas Corpus
(5) S153917 People v. Duff (James Edward)
(6) S026408 People v. Lynch (Franklin) [Automatic Appeal]

WEDNESDAY, MAY 26, 2010 — 9:00 A.M.

(7) S158965 Reid v. Google, Inc.
(8) S174633 Moore v. Superior Court of Los Angeles Co. (People, Real Party in Interest)
9) S170778 People v. Anderson (Eli Jordan)

1:30 P.M.
(10) S153852 Ameron International Corp. v. Insurance Co. of the State of Pennsylvania
(Corrigan, J., not participating; Rubin, J., assigned justice pro tempore)
(11) S081148 People v. Jennings (Martin Carl) [Automatic Appeal]
(12) S055415 People v. Cowan (Robert Wesley) [Automatic Appeal]

THURSDAY, MAY 27, 2010 — 9:00 A.M.

(13) S165522 Barnett v. Superior Court of Butte Co. (People, Real Party in Interest)
(Kennard, J., not participating; Rushing, J., assigned justice pro tempore)
(14) S057321 People v. Lomax (Darrell Lee) [Automatic Appeal]

Chief Justice

If exhibits are to be transmitted to this court, counsel must apply to the court for permission. (See
Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.224(c).)
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SUPREME COURT OF CALIFORNIA
ORAL ARGUMENT CALENDAR
LOS ANGELES SESSION
JUNE 1 and 2, 2010

The following cases are placed upon the calendar of the Supreme Court for hearing at its courtroom

in the Ronald Reagan State Office Building, 300 South Spring Street, Third Floor, North Tower, Los
Angeles, California on June 1 and 2, 2010.

TUESDAY, JUNE 1, 2010 — 2:00 P.M.

(1) S161008 Village Northridge Homeowners Assn. v. State Farm Fire & Casualty Co.
(2) 5162413 In re Morgan (Edward Patrick) on Habeas Corpus
(3) S167100 In re Zamudio Jimenez (Samuel) on Habeas Corpus

WEDNESDAY, JUNE 2, 2010 — 9:00 A.M.

4) S174229 Clark et al. v. Superior Court of Los Angeles Co. (National Western Life Ins. Co.,
Real Party in Interest)
(5) S078404 People v. Brady (Roger Hoan) [Automatic Appeal]

Chief Justice

If exhibits are to be transmitted to this court, counsel must apply to the court for permission. (See
Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.224(c).)



